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Timothy F O’Brien

Introduction

My name is Tim O’Brien and I live in the township of Parkes
NSW having operated a mixed farming in this area all my
working life.
[ am all for progress and have seen Parkes grow and evolve a
lot across my 72 years. Never in that time have I seen a
project with so many potentially negative outcomes proposed,
nor one that demonstrates such social inequality.
It is my understanding that plans to build an incinerator of this
type in Western Sydney were abandoned due to concerns
about the population and environment. The plan has now
evolved to shift the metropolitan waste into regional areas of
NSW for the incineration process.
In moving toward reducing carbon footprints, transporting
600,000 tons of waste vast distances by rail seems counter
productive if not hypocritical.
Farmers in these areas strive to look after the land, water and
environment, so as to be able to pass to the next generation.
There has been a wide range of pollutants and toxins
documented to leave facilities such as these, most of them
persistent chemicals which are known to build up in the
environment over time, »
It is proven pollutants exit energy from waste (EfW) facilities
and these emissions are measured as part of routine emissions
tests. These particles are known to be extremely fine and as
such spread readily with wind and rainfall events. Once in the
soil and water these emissions are capable of entering the
human food chain once expressed through crops, pastures and
livestock as well as contaminating the rainwater so many rural
residents are totally reliant on.
The township of Parkes is within 10kms of the proposed EfW
facility, a distance with known negative human health
impacts.
While the land for this development has now be rezoned it
was agricultural land and the land in close proximity remains
agricultural land and in extreme danger of becoming
contaminated by resulting emissions.
My belief is should this development go ahead large scale
base line testing of the environment in the region around
the EfW site should be essential in providing assurance to

nearby residents and industry that emissions are properly



monitored. Regular ongoing testing of the environment, soil
and water would also be necessary to determine any trends
across the region.

TERMS OF REFERENCE -D- Impacts on Human Health
Incineration has a well documented list of negative health
impacts on humans due to the emissions created.

It is claimed this is new technology, so therefore there are no
long term studies to support claims these technologies are
proven to be any better than the older, well documented types.
Proponents have never stated the scrubbing and filtering
process captures all of the harmful pollutants such as dioxins,
furans and heavy metals. Emissions leaving EfW facilities are
likely to be quite fine and capable of freely moving great
distances.

The township of Parkes is less than 10km away and its
population will be exposed to low levels of resulting
emissions over long periods of time. These exposures would
be both air born and via the rainwater.

With prime agricultural land in extremely close proximity
as well as water courses flowing into major river systems
there is potential for emissions to enter the food chain, not
just locally but globally, causing wide ranging potential
health problems in humans.

TERMS OF REFERENCE -E- Impact on Agriculture
Having been a farmer all my life I have seen a lot of changes

over time. There is an increasing level of red tape and
documentation attached to commodities. Traceability has
become extremely important as we have seen with the roll out
of Electronic Tagging of animals across NSW.

Australian produce has a global reputation achieved over
many years, underpinned by industry bodies rolling out
market assurance programs to meet to needs of processors and
consumers alike. Producers adhere to strict withholding
periods to ensure residue limits are met and face increasing
regulation in ensuring sustainability.

Perceived issues or misconceptions by processors or
consumers could have a damaging impact on markets and
viability of primary production within proximity of any
EfW facility.

Any actual contamination detection of an agricultural
commodity anywhere in the world could be tracked back
to its source in minutes. Should detections be made near
any EfW facility the impacts would be felt across the
region. Market access would be reduced, the highly sought
after farmland would be devalued and the existing agricultural
industry and supporting industries would face extreme
financial hardship.

Persistent chemical compounds, such as those known to be




emitted, even from the most modern EfW incinerators pose
huge risk to existing primary production areas. The NSW
Government should be conducting comprehensive risk
assessments on EfW proximity to food production prior to
any approvals taking place.

TERMS of REFERENCE -i- Alternatives

We must as a state and country begin to move away from
plastics. Plastics are a cheap and convenient solution for
manufacturing and packaging. We must impose a cost on the
use of plastics so as to encourage new types of packaging to
be used and developed. There is for instance compostable
packaging’s for products like meat however they currently
cost more so profit driven retailers choose not to use them. If
they were cost comparable we would see a massive shift in
packaging’s.

A massive amount of energy goes into making plastics and
incineration means all this energy is gone in seconds, albeit
with some recouped in the electricity generated. Driving
programs to innovate and recycle plastics into other products
1s a way forward.






